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— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE one MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will 

be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this 

communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 ) □ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 



2a) □ This action is FINAL. 



2b) K This action is non-final. 



3)0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under fx jfiarte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 

4)K Claim(s) 1-36 



4a) Of the above, claim(s) 

5)n Claim(s) 

eiD Claim(s) 

?)□ Claim(s) 

8)K Claims 1-36 



is/are pending in the application. 
_ is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9)0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: ajD approved bjD disapproved. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
ajD All blD Some* c)U None of: 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14)0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 



Attachment(s) 

1 5) Q Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

16) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

17) CH Information Disclosure Statementis) {PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 



18) n Interview Summary (PT0'41 3) Paper No(s). 

1 9) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 
20} □ Other: 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 9-00) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1. Restriction is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 and 372. 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions 
which are not so linked as to fornf\ a single general inventive concept under PCT 
Rule 13.1. 

In accordance with 37 CFR 1.499, applicant is required, in response to this 
action, to elect a single invention to which the claims must be restricted. 

Group I, claim(s) 1-12, drawn to methods of diagnosis lung damage by 
screening for modulation of pulmonary surfactant levels in a body fluid, the first 
appearing technical feature. 

Group II, claim(s) 13-21, drawn to methods of diagnosis of lung damage by 
screening for modulation of pulmonary surfactant ratios in a body fluid. 

Group III, claim(s) 22-27 and 30-35, drawn to methods of predisposition to 
developing sever lung damage measuring in part modulation of pulmonary 
surfactant levels in a body fluid. 

Group IV, claim(s) 28-29, drawn to methods of predisposition to developing 
sever lung damage measuring in part modulation ratios of pulmonary surfactant 
levels in a body fluid. 

Group V, claim 36, drawn to a kit for screening a body fluid sample. 

2. The inventions listed as Groups I-V do not relate to a single general 
inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 13.2, they lack the 
same or corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: the 
first appearing technical feature is not "special" within the meaning of PCT Rule 
13.2 because it does not define a novel feature over the prior art as evidenced by 
any one of the X referenczs cited in the International Preliminary Examination 
Report. These X r^fzrznces teach the correlation of levels of pulmonary 
surfactant with lung damage. As such, the methods and Kits of Groups I-V are not 
related by a single general inventive concept because the corresponding technical 
feature was clearly established and known in the prior art and does not define a 
contribution which each of the claimed inventions makes over the prior art. The 
first appearing technical feature is therefore not "special" within the meaning of 



